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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltn televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllltj to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Matt LaPmlrle 
1406 E. llwln Ave 
Phoenlx, AZ 85042 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrItlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlolon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electronks must be rooted In manufacturers' abllny to lnnovute for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilhe me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvero 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlceo that llmN my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Nlcholao Wells 
17404 SE 3315t COUrf 
Auburn, WA 98092 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to Volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a polky would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technoloplsb 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aaually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equipment. I wlll not pay more for dWbeS that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televblon. Thank you for your the .  

Slncerely, 

Matt Kerner 
1081 Roseta 
Columbla, MO 65201 
USA 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Jeffrey Hirsch 
3448 Manhattan Avenue 
Saint Louis. MO 63143 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the rtudms to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make M investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Glenn Ellingson 
2239 Elliott St 
San Jose, CA 95128 
USA 

445 12th stceet, NW 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mmufacmrers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, uid it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcart flag mandate, I would acmally be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my right5 at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick Swieskowsh 
293 Dunster Mail Center 
Cambridge, MA 02138 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Chlirmm Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicitions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fllg" technology for diad 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel rtrongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
whit consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Richard Guenette 
l l b  Bancroft Road 
Noahampton, MA 01060 
USA 



~ Page 1 of 1 10:16:05AM, 10/11/03 5413023099 

_ _  
October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innoate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-recepthn equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallkj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of " w o o d .  Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Davld Faclane 
1062 Treadstone Ln 
Powder Sprlngs, GA 30127 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
, manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 

veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for  digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

William Humphries 
345 Oak St. 6 7  
Mountain View, CA 9 4 0 4 1  
USA 
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- 
October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart flag" technology for dqtd  
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowingmovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ?his  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtd television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Dan Metcalf 
1370 E. Windsor Rd. 
Glendale, CA 91205 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12thSk'eefNW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dew Michael Powell, 

I m miting to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-mmdated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. .b a oonwumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robunf competitive mPrket for convumer eleckoniw must be rooted in manufnctwers' ability to innovate for their customem. Auowing 
movie studios to veto features of D'IV-reception equipment will eneble the studio# to tell kchnologists what new products they can 
creste. This will result in products thst don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me sc tudy  want, and it could result in me being 
chnrged more money for inferior h c t i o n d t y .  

If the FCC issues s broadcast flag mandate, I would ncludy be less likely to m&e m investment in DW-cnpable receivers nnd other 
equipment. I wiU not pay more for devices thet limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcnnt flng 
technology for digital television. i%ank. you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Ben Phipps 
120 F h o n t  Ave 
Waukesha, W153168 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to voke my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of ON. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronks must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty ta Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mo\le studlos to veto features of ON-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate;l would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlsbn. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Adam Funk 
103 Caverns Blvd 
Grottoes, VA 24441 
USA 



October ll, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicitions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "bcoadcast flag" technology for diad 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive markrt for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowingmovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Binu Paulose 
21A Embassy Square, Apt. 4 
Tonawanda, NY 14150 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 11:20:56AM, 10/11/03 541302309s . 

October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their Customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technoloqists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Joshua Nicholson 
Box 3 3 4 9 ,  610 Beacon St. 
Boston. MA 02215 
USA 



October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Brian Hayward 
2 9 0 9  Bishop St 
Lawrence, KS 66046 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fllg" technology for dgital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I fed strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me ictually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandste, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for Clgital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Adam Schell 
140 W Noah Hills PI 
State College, PA 16803 
USA 



Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cfflzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D'N. 

A robust. competltke market far consumer electronbs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customero. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologls+s 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect What consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor Tunctlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recekers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Ben Franske 
6104 Arbour Ave 
Edlna, MN 55436 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

ChsLman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Skeet, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m miting to voice my opposition to any FCCmandatcd adoption of "broadcsst flag" technology for digital television. AB B cotllumer 
and citken, I feel strongly that ouch a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ullimate adoption of D W .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleckonics must be rooted in manufnctwers' sbility to innovate for their customen. nuOwing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studioi to tell teohnologiits what new products they can 
creste. This wiU result in products that don't necessdy retlect what consumers like me ectudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC iisues a broadcsrt flag mandate, I would sctuaUy be leas likely to make an invtatment in DTV-cspable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices thst limit my r@ts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broedcaat flag 
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your lime. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Bourgeois 
888 Mamachuseb Avenue 
Cambridge, MA 02139 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

David Casti 
42564 Swallowtail Way 
Ashburn. VA 20148 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

Chairman Michnel K. Powell 
Federal Communica(ion8 Commismon 
445 1 Zth Sbesf NW 
We8hin@on, D.C. 20554 

Dear Miched Powell, 

I am mithg to voice my opponition to any FCC-mandated adoptian of "brosdcad flng" technology far di&l television. As s c o n m e r  
and c i h n .  1 feel strongly that such s policy would be bad for innovstion, connmer rights, and the u l h s t e  sdoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecfsonici must be rooted in manufscturen' ability to innovste for their customers. dowing 
movie ntudio~ to veto fenhues of DTV-reception equipment will enable the s lud io~  to tell techn&+ts what new producb they can 
creste. This will result in products that don't necessdy reflect whst consumers &e me sctudy want. and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionnlity. 

If the FCC issues s brosdceat flsg mandste, they should put together s panel of disinterested professiondo who will hsve in mind 
conaume9s ri&b ss well ss Hollywood's. Putting the people who aied to ban VCR's and Tivo's in charge of such s thing could be 
devestating for thwe of us who work non-sfandard h o w  and would like to be able to watch some prime-time television. 

Plesse do not mandste broadcast flag technology for digital television. 7 h d  you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Jmeu Kunerf 
4409 Hunten Olen Dr 
Sheboygan, Wi 53083 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 qhh Street, NW 
Washlngtnn, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCrnandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle siudlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls WIII' result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlght3 at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Danlel Berkes 
24383 Thoma$ Ave 
#2 
Hayward, CA 94544 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlan of DW. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inredor functlonallh/. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rights at the behest or Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal telwlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerel y, 

Douglas John 
5331 Calteen PI. Suke 216 
Valley Vlllage, CA 91607 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am WrRlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowing mavle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devtes that llmR my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcas? flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you lor your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Joseph DeAngelo 
2719 Newton Tomllnson Rd 
Newton Falls, OH 44444 
USA 



Page1 of1 12:25:37 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 . 

October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communicitionr Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studor to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infetior 
functiondity. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digitll television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey Dubinsky 
16944 Apache Dr  
Greenwell Springs, LA 70739 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wciting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumsr electronics must be rooted in mznufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necesradly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Aaron Sells 
1968 E 124th PI #3 
Cleveland, OH 44106 
USA 


